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SUPREME COURT OF WASHINGTON

DAVID T. MCDONALD, ET AL,
Petitioners,

V.

SECRETARY OF STATE SAM REED, ET
AL

2

Respondents.

NO.

DECLARATION OF JOSHUA C.
JUNGMAN IN SUPPORT OF
PETITION FOR WRIT OF
MANDAMUS

[, Joshua C. Jungman, declare under penalty of perjury of the laws of the State of

Washington that the following is true and correct:

1. 1 am competent to make this declaration and do so upon personal knowledge

as indicated.

2. The facts stated herein are accurate to my personal knowledge or are based

upon information compiled under my supervision. I believe them to be accurate.

DECLARATION OF JOSHUA C. JUNGMAN
IN SUPPORT OF PETITION FOR WRIT OF

MANDAMUS - 1

[15934-0006-000000/DOCUMENT.02]

Perkins Coie LLp
1201 Third Avenue, Suite 4800
Seattle, Washington 98101-3099
Phone: (206) 359-8000
Fax: (206) 359-9000




3. I am a staff member for the WSDCC. For the last two weeks I and two staff

1

2

3 members under my supervision have contacted the county auditors in the state to investigate
g the methods used to compare and verify signatures on absentee and provisional ballots

2 during the 2004 general election canvass and the recount. Each office was asked two

g questions regarding signature verification: (1) Did they attempt to compare the signatures on
}(1) the back of the provisional envelope to the signature contained in the registered voter file?
3 and (2) If they did, what procedures and standards were used?
ij 4. We recorded the answers during the actual conversation with the auditors'
}2 offices. I kept a spreadsheet on one computer in which I collected all of the notes of

18 . .
19 conversations that were recorded for this purpose by the staff members. The notes taken to

5(1) document the answers, and to the extent we could the names of the people who gave the

§§ answers, are recorded in Exhibit 1.

;i 5. All counties reported using the same procedures and standards for absentee
52 ballots as used for provisional ballots, except for those counties that reported not doing any
;S signature comparison for provisional ballots.

;? 6. We also asked the county auditors for the total number of absentee and

;%, provisional ballots in their counties and for the numbers of absentee and provisional ballots
34

35 rejected because of signature mismatches. The results of these questions are attached as

36 o
37 | Exhibit 2.

38
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j(l) DATED this 53\ day of December, 2004 in {&;ﬂ[e, Washington.
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